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The compressed oxygen gas wag alleged to be adulterated in that its strength
differed from and its purity and quality fell below that which it was repre-
sented to possess in that it was represented to contain 7 percent of carbon
dioxide; whereas it contained not more than 3.4 percent of carbon dioxide.

The carbon dioxide and oxygen mixture was alleged to be misbranded in
that the statements “109% Carbon Dioxide” and “5% Carbon Dioxide”, borne on
the respective labels, were false and misleading since the article contained less
carbon dioxide than so represented.

The compressed oxygen gas was alleged to be misbranded in that the statement
“C0:—17%,” borne on the cylinder, was false and misleading since it contained
less than 7 percent, namely, not more than 3.4 percent of carbon dioxide. It was
alleged to be misbranded further in that the statement “Oxygen Gas,” borne
on the tags attached to the cylinder, was false and misleading since it repre-
sented and suggested that the article consisted wholly of oxygen gas, whereas it
did not consist wholly of oxygen gas but did consist of a mixture of oxygen and
-earbon dioxide gases. It was alleged to be misbranded further in that it was in
package form, and its label failed to bear an accurate statement of the quantity of
the contents in terms of weight or measure.

On December 31, 1941, a plea of guilty was entered on behalf of the defendant
and the court imposed a fine of $120 and costs.

623. Adultération and inisbi-’anding of Vaxamine. U. S. v. 73 Vials of Vaxamine.
Default decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C, No. 5637.
Sample No. 23105-E.)

This article was contaminated with aerobie sporeformmg and nonspore-
forming micro-organisms and molds. =
~ On September 8, 1941, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
California filed a libel against 73 vials of Vaxamine at San Francisco, Calif., alleg-
ing that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about June

6, 1941, by the Intra Products Co. from Denver, Colo.; and charging that it was

aduIterated and misbranded. It was labeled in part - “20 cc. Intramuscular
Intravenous Intradermal Solution Vaxamine Single Strength For Non- Spec1ﬁc
Therapy.”

The artlcle was alleged to be adulterated in that its purlty or quality fell
below that which it purported or was represented to possess, since it contained
living micro-organisms and therefore was not of a sufficiently high standard of
purity or quality to be suitable for intramuscular, intravenous, and intradermal
administration. It was alleged to be misbranded in that the statement “Intra-
muscular Intravenous Intradermal Solution” was false and misleading as applied
to.an article contaminated with living micro-organisms.

On October 3, 1941, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnanon
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

624. Adulteration and misbranding of Mackenzol, TU. S. v. 25 Bottles ot Macken-
zol. Default decree of condemnation and destruetion. (F. D. C. No. 4976,
Sample No. 11177-E.)

This product was not an antiseptic and germicide as represented. Its labeling
bore false and misleading curative and therapeutic claims, and the bottle label
did not bear a declaration of the quantity of the contents.

On June 24, 1941, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Texas filed a libel against 25 bottles of Mackenzol at San Antonio, Tex., which
had been consigned by R. and ¥. Schweickhardt, alleging that the artlcle had
been shipped on or about January 16, 1941, from St. Louis, Mo.; and charging
that it was adulterated and misbranded.

Analysis showed that the article was a viscous hquld containing chiefly mineral
oil and small amounts of volatile oils, including eucalyptol, thymol, methyl
salicylate, and guaiacol compound and benzoic acid compound. . Bacter1010g1cal
examination showed that it was not an ant1septlc

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that its strength differed from
that which it purported to possess, namely, “Antiseptic and Germicidal Com-
pound,” since it was not an antlseptlc

It was alleged to be misbranded in that representations in the labeling that
it was an antiseptic and germicide; that it was guaranteed under the Food and
Drugs Act; that it was antagonistic to all pathegenic organisms, and was healing ;
that it was efficacious in the treatment of chronie laryngitis due to tuberculosis
in chronic bronchitis, acute and chronic nasal catarrh, especially where
there was great disecharge; that it was of much value in the treatment of



